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Annex 1
11/19/76

COMMENTS OF THE NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE HUMANITIES
REGARD ING THE "PLAN" REQUIRED

OF STATE-BASED COMMITTEES BY
THE NEW LEGISLATION

Context for the Council Comments
The plan required of state-based committees by the new legislation
includes at least six features:

(1)

a procedure providing for

appointment of two committee members by an appropriate state officer
or agency; (2)

a membership policy designed to assure broad public

representation; (3)

a nomination process which assures wide access

to interested groups and individuals; (4)

a procedure for regular

rotation of committee members and officers; (5)

procedures which

assure public access to information regarding committee activities;
and (6)

a procedure for regular reporting on committae activities to

the governor and other officers and agencies of the state.
The legislation is clear in most cases as to intent, but it is not
written so that implementation can proceed directly

fro~

the law.

What,

for example, does a procedure insuring "regular rotation of members"
mean?

Without intending to quibble, any membership policy that contains

a stated term of membership--even ten or fifteen years--can be said to
be a regular rotation policy, although such a lengthy term would be in
clear violation of the intent of the legislation.

Therefore, because the

legislation is written in broad generalizations, and because the National
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Council must recommend on all Endowment grants, the Council feels
obliged to provide some specific indication of what it is prepared
to interpret as conforming to the legislative intent.
Moreover, in terms of fairness and in terms of common sense, the basic
features of acceptable plans should be comparable, if not uniform.

Each

committee should develop a plan that reflects its special circumstances
while, at the same time, certain basic features should appear in all
plans.
The pages that follow, therefore, have been provided by the National
Council to offer basic guidance and, at the same time, to allow the
greatest flexibility to committees as they take steps to bring their
procedures into compliance.

The National Council is prepared in each

instance to consider alternative procedures when presented with a reasonable argument.

--G.M.

3

Council Comments
(1)

The legislation states that the plan must establish a

procedure which provides that two members of the committee will be
appointed by "an appropriate officer or agency" of the state.
The legislation does not require that the two appointments be made
by the governor, but the spirit of the legislation suggests that only
in extraordinary circumstances should a committee's plan provide for
appointments made by other state officials.

The intent of this stipulation

of the law is clear -- Congress wishes the state to have .the opportunity
to provide additional leadership to the committees.
Therefore, it is the Council's opinion that the plan should assure that
committee by-laws provide for state appointment of two persons to the
committee, preferably by appointment by the governor.

It would seem

advisable that the term of membership for gubernatorial appointees
correspond to the term of office

of the governor.

The Council notes

that, in several instances, committees already have state officials as
members, and it would probably be advisable to alert the governors to
this fact, leaving the governor free to designate these individuals as
his appointees or to name other persons.
The Council notes that the Chairman of the Endowment is obliged to
inform each of the governors of the provisions of the legislation and
therefore advises the closest consultation between the Endowment and
the individual state-based committees in planning contact with the
governors on this important issue in order to assure coordination and
clarity of effort.

...

...
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(2)

The legislation states that each plan must contain a member-

ship policy "which is designed to assure broad public representation."
The emphasis on broad representation implies to the Council the need for
a slightly expanded committee in some instances, since a few committees
may be too small at present to be considered fully representative even
though the state's population may be small in the same instances.

Thus

the Council suggests that the plan include a minimum committee size of,
say, 19 members, excluding the two additional appointments by the governor.
The Council will remain open to a reasonable case for a somewhat smaller
committee.
The intent of the legislation is clearly to increase the representation
on the committees of individuals from the public as contrasted with
representatives from the scholarly and academic communities.

Provision

3 (below) has a somewhat countervailing intent when it states that the
nomination process should be certain to "include individuals who, by
reason of their achievement, scholarship, or creativity in the humanities
are especially qualified to serve."
The Council therefore believes that plans should provide that approximately
half the members of each committee represent the general public and that
the other half be composed of individuals who "by reason of their achievement, scholarship, or creativity in the humanities are especially
qualified to serve."

Thus, approximately half of a typical state-based

committee would be made up of individuals from the humanities community,
such as faculty in one of the disciplines of the humanities, administrators

5

.·:

of institutions of higher education, and professional writers and editors
in one of the disciplines of the humanities.

The other half of the

committee would be constituted, as the public membership is at present,
of a wide variety of individuals from business, labor, agriculture, the
professions, minorities, and civic organizations.
(3)

1

The legislation states that an acceptable plan should describe

a nomination process "which assures opportunities for nomination to
membership from various groups within the State .•. and from a variety
of segments of the population of such State, including individuals who
by reason of their achievement, scholarship, or creativity in the
humanities, are especially qualified to serve."
The Council notes that the state-based committees at present have extremely
broad nomination processes and it appears that this clause in the legislation is intended to ratify present procedures and to strengthen those
which may be weak.

The Council suggests that the plan should describe

1
Although this matter is not explicit in the legislation, the Council notes

that one aspect of a responsible membership policy, and one that is nearly
universal in voluntary organizations and public agencies is a written
conflict-of-interest policy--e.g., a proviso in committee by-laws prohibiting
the payment of honoraria, salaries, stipends to members of the committee
from grant funds, as well as clear procedures for committee consideration of
applications from institutions or groups represented by members of the
committee.
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procedures which, at a minimum, include written solicitation of
nominations from the state's cultural and educational institutions,
from appropriate state agencies, from appropriate minority groups and
organizations, from scholarly organizations, from civic organizations,
from educational organizations, from business, labor, and professional
organizations, and from other public interest groups.
(4)

The legislation states that an acceptable plan must include

a "membership rotation process which assures the regular rotation of
the membership and officers" of each committee.
The intent of this stipulation is to insure a routine and continuous
refreshment of the committee membership, thereby strengthening the
opportunities for flexibility and imagination in committee actions and
insuring ever-widening citizen involvement in the program.

For these

reasons, the Council suggests that the plan provide rotation schedules
permitting both continuity and regular change.

A reasonable and common

pattern would have maximum terms of membership of four years, staggered,
with at least

o~e

year between terms of any individual, and would establish

maxilmlm service of two years in any committee office.

(Obviously, the

plan would also contain.such rudimentary procedures as election of
officers by democratic processes, including a secret ballot.)
It is clear that the intention of the legislation is to insure that
any group of individuals not maintain control of the committee, even
inadvertently.

Yet the Council notes, with real concern, that in some

states the committee has retained the same chairman for several terms.
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Therefore, the Council advises each committee to consider a rotation
procedure for its officers which would insure that the committee
would have a new chairman by May 12, 1977 (the date established for
compliance) in all instances in which the present chairman will have
served for more than two years on that date.
(5)

The legislation states that each plan must contain procedures

"to assure public access to information relating to (the) activities"
of the committee.
The Council believes each committee will need to review the nature of
its present publications--guidelines, brochures, newsletters, press
releases--when considering this stipulation of the legislation.

The

Council assumes that the cornerstone of the plan in this connection would
be the committee's "guidelines to applicants," since this document is
the one most often read by the public and which therefore must, in its
lucidity, completeness, and tone, reveal fully the intent and practices
of the committee.

The guidelines would usefully detail the procedures

used to evaluate applications and award regrants.
The Council suggests that the plan include the preparation and dissemination of an annual report by the committee.

This would contain such

features as a description of the committee's activities and the grants
it has made, committee membership, its deadlines for application, its
methods of nomination to membership, and relevant procedures.

Distribution

of the annual report might include appropriate leadership of the state's
educational and cultural institutions, civic organizations, foundations,

8

corporations, appropriate members of the legislative and judicial branches
of the government, and other individuals and institutions upon request.
Committees would want to detail intended distribution of the annual report
in the plan in order to reveal the scope of public access that this
distribution would provide.
Further means of public access might include public announcement of all
favorable grant decisions (including press releases); public announcement
of membership selections; and public announcement of the times, places,
and agenda of committee meetings.
Finally, the plans YX>uld certainly include such basic procedures relevant
to public accountability as a record of vote totals on all applications
considered at each meeting, as well as policies for providing information,
in response to public inquiries, about the reasons for funding a specific
application and for informing disapproved applicants about the reasons
for the Committee's action on.their proposals.
(6)

The legislation states that an acceptable plan should establish

"reporting procedures which are designed to inform the chief executive
officer of the state involved, and other appropriate officers and agencies,
of the activities" of the state-based committee.
The Council suggests that submission of the state-based committee's
annual report to the governor and other appropriate officers and agencies
of state government would constitute a reasonable first step toward
meeting this requirement.

The Council also encourages establishment of

9

means of informal reporting to the governor as well, either in writing
or through the governor's appointees to the cocnmittee.

-

Annex 2

Hembers of State Humanities Committees
1977-1978

Number of Committees

~

51
1,079

Total membership of committees

Size of committees ranges from 12 (Alaska) to 25 (Louisiana, Michigan,
New York and Texas). The average size of a committee is 21.
There are 84 members appointed by governors: one or two in each of
47 states. Those states not having governor's appointees are:
-Texas
Puerto Rico
New Hampshire
t...M:siail.a

The membership of 1,079 includes:
Women
Black
Hispanic
Indian
Asian

343
105
46
27
18

(31. 9
( 9.7
( 4.2
. ( 2. 5
( 1. 6

percent)
percent)
percent)
percent)
percent)

The committees seek an equal representation for both public and academic
concerns and skills. The current membership includes:
Public members
Academic members

522
557

..

DSP/NEH
3-26-79

...
Public Members
State Hu::ianities Committees
1977-1978

522

Total
Categories
Business (such as manufacturing, mining,
shop Ow'"Ilership, banking, insurance, ship building)

85

State and local government _
(elected --22; appointed--57)

79

Civic organizations (such as League of
Women Voters, PTA, NAACP, Chamber of Commerce)

76

Media
(print--32; radio--3; film
and television--17)

52

Foundations and non-prof it
special focus organizations

37

Attorneys/judges

34

Labor

27

Non- Employed

25

Farmers/ranchers

22

Education (non-higher ed.) -

22

Religion

17

Arts

15

Medicine

12

Free lance writers

12

Other professions
Science/engineering

..

s
2

DSP/~EH

- .• 3-26-79

-----·-··· -

..

·-.

... ...

·-· ..

-··. -:.-- --··- .. ·-···

------------------------.

.

. --.I .

COT'.:___

Academic Members
State Humanities Committees
1977-1978

557

Total

-----------------------------------------------------------

DsPn:EH

3-26-79

. . ·. . ......
·--. --- ..·--··-·-.... ---·-----··
~=-~.~~~~

•···~

>

•

. ··--·-:·_ .•• -

-- .

•- •... • •• -Y•. _-:.,.:-._-,.,:••- - - - - - - - - - -

··...:-...==._ -

Institutional Affiliations
of
Academic i·1embers of State Humanities Committees
...

Total

~!uI:1ber

of Academic

~·1embers''

517

Two-Year Institutions:

--Si oembers are affiliated with such
colleges (51 are public institutions
and 6 are private)
--Of the 6 private institutions, three
are religious ~nd three are non-religious
Four-vear

(or more) Institutions:

--460 members are affiliated with such
institutions.

--Of these, 290 are in public colleges
and liO are in private colleges.
--Of the liO private institutions, il are
religiously-affiliated and 99 are nonreligious.
Minoritv Institutions: (included ·in above totals)

--28 committee members are with colleges
or universities normally indentif ied as
black institutions.

--2 committee members are at,Indian
colleges.

*excluding members from non-academic cultural""lnstitutions.
DSP/NEH

3-26-79
-..!i:...,w •..

.• ·- - ---··- .... :-•• ·:·._ ····-~ --~~ _,_ ..!. ~---·· ···- -···-

Governor's Appointees
State Hucanities Committees
1977-1978

Total appointed

84

66

Public :::embers
Academic nembers

18

Catezor:.es
Public

~[embers:

Appointed public official
Civic leader
Arts. leader
Electe~ public official
Attorney/judge
Business
General public
Labor
Farner/rancher
Education (non-higher ed.)
Architecutre
Media

13
12
9
7

6

4
4
3
2
2
2

2
66

Academic

~!embers:

History
Literature
College president
College administrator
Classics
Jurisprudence
Social science

5
2
2

2
1
1
1

14
Cultural Institutions:
Museums
Historical societies
Libraries

..

2
1
1

4

DSP/NEH
3-26-79
.., .

-~

···-

•...

, .. <.:> •• -

/

Annex 3
Praj~ct
St~ c.i:\

S?on3or rrofile

I ~u~:::1:1 it .L~~s Corr:::1i t t ec

1077-/'3

Primary sponsors or projects only arc list2d. ~any projects are cosponsored by a nu;:ioer of grot:;:is, and the co-sponsors are not t;:illied
here.
Total Projects
Public Soonsors
Com:nunity

3223*
(73.3%)

or~anizations

(49.3/~)

civic and special interest
ad hoc humanities groups
professional organizations
.. religious orgaI1iz3.tions

•

1092

122
217
159

Government
(7.8%)
state and local government
Cultural organizations

2 ""?ear

( 6. 7%)
lf.

9%)

( 7.

81~)

(

(16. 2%)

libraries
museur.1s and historic<:ll organizations
media
Academic Soonsors

(31.9%)
( 3.7%)

2!~6

( 5. 31~)
( 7.5~~)

103

( 3. 1%)

167
693

( 5. 2%)

172

(26.6%)

col.l~.r'.CS

4 year cvll(;gcs

(21. Si)

Examples of civic and special interest sponsors: Farm organizations,
wo;nen 1 s groups, lo.bur unio::-ts, Ch:i.Ghcr of Cor;::ncrcc~, service organizations,
senior citizen groups, minority organizations, Y~C~, Indian tribes,
environ,-;1ental groups, ethnic groups, health .ind social welf2re groups.
~

Examples of profession:il organizations are: National Co11fercnce on
lfor:ien and the Law, FL~der.-::tioa of Business and Professional \:omen's
Clo.ss, Nort!1west Regional Writer's Association, meJical associations,
;\_\UW, State Bo.r Assoc iat ior:s, library 2nd m'.1SC'.t.F't.. s t~·i te assoc.ia ti ens.

;'.;StZiti~-tics fro2 t::o.;t r<2CC.l'lt StJ~C proposals.

S~)::1c. Stt.lt.(~S 2.0::1pl~tln6

18 :::;..~~tt1 g::·Qnts cover r::ore th11n L2 i~tnL·tt~hs in tl~·~i:: st.'2ti.~~t ics.

-·

---------~-~--

;-----__..--------------·----;---:··;--··.

\.

:.
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Annex 4

Comments of the National Council on the
Humanities (February, 1977): The Endowment's Reauthorizing
Legislation and the Programs of State Committees for
the Humauit ies

The legislation in 1976 reauthorizing the National Endaiment for the
Humanities establishes formal legislative requirements for the Endowment's
program in the states, and it provides new opportunities for the statebased humanities committees, which the Endowment has supported for the
last five years without specific language in the authorizing legislation.
The law now specifically requires the Chairman to "carry out a program
of grants-in-aid in each of the several states ••• " and it further directs
the Endowment to allocate at least 20 percent of its definite funds to
this program.

c

In order to be eligible for assistance, the humanities committee in each
state must submit a "plan" demonstrating that the committee operates
with certain specific procedures such as a means for regular rotation of
officers and members, an established system for reporting committee
activities to the goi.rernor and to state agencies, and by-laws which
invite the governor to appoint two members to the committee--or up to
fifty percent of the membership if the state proposes to appropriate
funds at the same level as the Federal government. The Chairman of the
Endowment has informed each of the governors of the opportunities provided
by the new law and, following the National Council's discussion in
November, the Endowment has given advice to each state committee about the
procedural requirements of the law.

The law maintains the concept of volunteer citizen committees as the
means of carrying out a humanities program in the states •. In addition,
it gives each committee the opportunity to broaden its mission and
aggressively to seek imaginative new means of service to the state.
During discussion in the House-Senate conference, several members
specifically called for expanded program efforts to reach a greater
variety of citizens than those who characteristically involve themselves
in programs on public policy issues. And the conference cor:mittee report
makes these interests explicit by urging that the state progra~ undertake
activities which "will be addressed to a multiplicity and variety of
worth-while projects."

(

The language is broad. But because the legislation requires the Council
to perform its usual function of recommending to the Chairman action
upon state committees' applications, it is proper now for the Council
(and then the staff) to advise committees of its understanding of the
legislation on the question of their mission, and to offer some suggestions

i

(_

2

about the role state-based committees may want to consider, from the
viewpoint of nation-wide priorities in the humanities.

***
More than 950 individuals now serve on the state committees. They
include business and labor leaders, farmers, university presidents,
members of minorities, judges, housewives, retired people, scholars,
public librarians and many others. As members of volunteer committees
interested in the humanities, they choose carefully how best to use
their time and capacities, and how to spread their limited funds most
resourcefully. What this has meant in program terms is that committees
are accustomed to focusing their activities on carefully-defined
objectives. Committees strive to reach the broadest possible public,
and most have already identified a full range of groups and organizations
in their state which are interested in mounting humanities programs.

r·
\.

The legislation presents the committees with new and important choices.
Congress wishes them to move beyond an exclusive concentration on issues
of public policy, and it encourages greater flexibility in the kinds of
grant-making that the committees underta~e. Yet a broader program mission
will not be accompanied by a significantly expanded budget, and the
committees will have to make informed, perceptive choices about the
additional goals they set for their program. Their existing knowledge of
organizations and institutions within their states will be helpful, as
will the expansion of membership from the general public as part of their
compliance with the new legislation.
It is important, then, that we express our understanding of how the
state programs might most effectively meet the Congress' intent while
at the same time suggesting ways that their mission helps get maximum
impact out of limited Federal dollars. There is, for example, a budgetary
limit in FY 1977 of $77.5 million in definite funds for all of the
Endowment purposes (including support of state-based programs). Federal
resources for support of the humanities are severely strained and will
continue so in FY 1978. Frugality will have to be the mother of invention
and the mother of cooperation as well: even though the Endowment's
programs are far more comprehensive in scope than those of the National
Science Foundation, the budget for NSF in definite funds is $832 million
in FY 1977.

(

***

..
(

3

The new legislatio~, we believe, creates broad and useful ~pportunities
for the state committees to extend their grant-making activities. The
legislative history makes it clear that each committee must now make
its own determination of how best to serve the humanities interests of
the citizens of the state: the responsibility of the Endowment is to
facilitate planning by the state committees, and to assist them in
implementing their plans. The National Council may only advise committees
of its own perceptions on opportunities for humanities endeavors
throughout the nation, as a possible aid to their planning.

(

Stated most generally, we conclude that, apart from scholarly activity
intended to enhance the nation's stock of knowledge and for the use
primarily of other scholars (an activity which transcends local boundaries,
for which considerable non-Federal funding is available, and for which
national competition and review seems appropriate) and apart from
curricular support within schools, colleges and universities (which is
already funded at meaningful levels by existing state and local
governmental appropriations), the committees will want to, and should
be· encouraged to, consider any and all progralllllJatic means to increase
what the law terms "public understanding and appreciation of the
humanities." While the Endowment should encourage the committees to
broaden citizen participation in humanities programming at the state
level, its primary role will be to serve as a resource and guide to the
committees as they enter their first year of operation under the new
legislative mandate.
With this in mind, the Endowment should encourage the committees to
develop plans---after careful assessment and consultation within the
state---for expanded programming, moving toward the use of additional
means to serve broadly the citizens of their state. They may discover
additional subject matters of interest and concern to a large and diverse
public, and expanded audiences for activities in the humanities. What
follows, then, is meant to provide only the most preliminary sketch
of ideas which state committees might explore. These are not new
assignments or tasks, but simply illustrations of what the committees
themselves may determine to be valuable. Some of the specifics may
prove, on examination by the committeas in consultation within their
states, to be of less importance than others which are listed, or
still others as yet undeveloped.
As means to reach and serve the state's citizens in the broadest
way, the committees may wish to consider:

(

local discussions and forums
state-wide and local conferences
radio and television productions of state
and local interest

.
I

4

seminars, workshops, institutes
informal, non-traditional courses
exhibitions and displays
referral services
technical services
publication
The subject matter of committee regrants might include:
every discipline of the humanities
state and local history (including family history)
American history and culture as it gives a context
to the state's own heritage and identity
ethnic history related to the state or its localities
public policy concerns in the state
cultures other than those of the United States
Participating groups might include:

c

members of civic and social organizations
business and non-academic professionals
labor
the elderly ·
rural and small town populations
housewives
minority/ethnic groups
out-of-school youth
public officials
adult, non-degree students
college-educated adults
While these suggestions are not intended to be exclusive, they do stem
from an interpretation of the relationship between the National Endowment's
mission and the state committees' mission which consciously excludes
some other alternatives. The conviction of the Council is that the public
interest will not be wisely served by the creation of "mini-Endowments"
in each state••programs which fully duplicate all of the functions and
programs of the Endowment--because of the obvious danger of redundancy,
inefficiency, and waste of limited resources. Nor, on the other hand,
does there seem to be a coherent rationale to an approach which would
"divide up the pie" in such a way that committees would make, for example,
one type of fellowship award while the Endowment made others, or one kind
of education grant while the Endowment made others.

(

c

5

It also seems clear, as noted earlier, that work in the humanities
done by scholars for the primary use of other scholars lends itself
to national, rather than local, review and support, since such
activities almost always serve a scholarly community that transcends
local boundaries. In the same vein, state committee grant-ma.king for
formal education would have limited impact, given the greater amounts
already dedicated to this purpose from existing state and local
agencies.

***

c·

(

Each committee should be urged to consider the new opportunity provided
by the legislation thoroughly as it selects the areas of service that
it wishes to open or explore in its present grant (if that grant has a
substantial period of time left to run) or in its next grant. A
committee's plan for broadly serving its state, together with evidence
of compliance with the procedural requirements of the legislation,
should constitute the foundation of its future proposals to the Endowment.
The Council recognizes that the task of the committees in the next few
years will not be easy. Each committee must consider existing and
additional opportunities for service to the adult citizens of its state
and decide upon appropriate grant-making priorities; each will have to
prepare and disseminate guidelines to applicants, each should consider
and implement modifications of committee procedures whenever necessary
or advisable; and, "finally, each committee will want to publicize a
clear description of the sco~e of its programs throughout the state.
The Endowment should assist in these efforts with the specific goal of
helping'the committees accomplish the programs they have established as
appropriate for their state, allowing for continuing adjustment of their
mission as they gain further experience.

Annex 5

FY 77-78-79

.Andalusia Public L~brar-J(3)
Huntsville Depot ~faseUIJ (a·.vard declined) (l)
HJD.tsville .Museum of Art ( 3)

$ 26,COO
100,000
2J7 ,500

ALASKA
University of Alaska Museum (3)

85,000

ARIZONA

Pioneer Arizona Foundation
Yuma Fine Arts Association

(2)
(l)

Arkansas College ( J)
Museum of Science and History (Little Rock) (1)
Southeast Arkansas Arts and Science Center (2)

150,000
16,000

225,000
75 ,ooo
6,000

CALIFORNLL\.

California Institute of Arts (1)
Chinese Culture Center (2)
Claremont Graduate School/Institute f~r .Antiquity
and Christianity (J)
Clar~mont Men's College (2)
De Anza College
( 2)
Exploratorium (2)
Graduate Theological Union (Berkeley) (1)
Henry E. Huntington Library and Art Gallery (1)
Judah L. Magnes Memorial Museum (Berkeley) (1)
KCEI', Community Television of Southern California CJ)
KQED Public Television
(1)
La Jolla Museum of Contemporary Art ( 1)
La Verne College (2)
Los Angeles County Museum of Art (1)
Norton Simon Museum of Art (1)
San Francisco Museum of Modern Art (1)
Santa Barbara .Museum of .Art (1)
Scripps College (3)
Stanford University (3)
Stanford University Press
(J)
1
University of California, Berkeley (3)
University of California, Los .Angeles (3)
University of Redlands (2)
Unive=sity of Southern California (1)

70,000
75,000
117,500
25,000
8,000
100,000
48,000
850,000
55,000
175 ,ooo
220,000
10,000
24,000
312~00

200,000
225,000
150,000
150,000
1,500,000
100,000
J00,000
750,000
19,500
225,000

-2COLORADO

Aspen Institute for Hu::lanistic Studies (1)
Colorado F.i.stcrical Society
(3)
Western Museum. of }.Lining a..71.d fadustry
( 2)

$645,000
150,000
30,000

CON?JECTICT.JT

American Indian Archaeological Institute
(2)
Envi-ro:nmental Centers( Inc. (1)
:Mark Twain Memorial
3)
Quinnipiac College
(2)
Research Libraries Group (1)
Society for Values in Higher Education (2)
Wesleyan University (2)
Wilton Historical Society (3)
Yale University (original award plus supplemental) (1,3)
1

56,000
75,000
100,000
25,000
250,000
200,000
73,000
12,000
726,000

DEIAWARE
Eleutherian Mills Historical Library
Historical Society of Delaware (1)
Winterthur Museum ( 3)

( 1)

205,000
50,000
500,000

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.

American Historical Assn.

150,000
American Enterprise Institute for Public Policy Research(l) 40,000
Catholic University of America
(3)
638,000
Center for Hellenic Studies (2)
250,000
Folger Shakespeare Librar.[ (1)
750,000
Middle East Institute ( 2)
35,000
Mount Vernon College (2)
100,000
Museum of African Art (1)
225,000
National Colonial Farm of the Accokeek Foundation (3)
45,000
National Public Radio ( 1)
400,000
Public Broadcasting Service (1)
635,000
Trinity College (1)
75 ,ooo
VlAMU-TV (1)
150,000

FLORIDA
Bethune-Cookman College (3)
Florida State University (VrFSU-TV) (award declined) (2)
Greater Miami Opera Association (1)
Historical Association of Southern Florida (1)
Historic Pensacola Preservation Board (2)
Jacksonville Museum of Arts a..11d Sciences ( 3)
Tallahassee Junior Museum (1)
University of Florida (1)
University of Miami (1)

250,000
25,000
13,000
3'75 ,ooo
10,000
100,000
8,000
101,000
100,000

;.

-JGEORG LA..
Atlanta Historical Society (J)
Georgia Agrirama Development Authority ( 2)
Wiacon Heritage Foundati-~m (J)
Morris Brown College ( 3)
Telfair Academy of Arts and Sciences (Savannah)

(1)

$150,000
149,000
200,000
90,000
300,000

Hl\.WAII

Chaminade University of Honolulu
Hawaii Loa College
(2)

(3)

85,000
90,000

IDAHO
Idaho State University ( 2)

74,000

ILLINOIS
. .A:urora cohege
( 1)
Chicago Educational 1Television Association (2)
Chicago R:rst.orical Society
( 1)
I
Chicago state University -u-}---·l
Field Museum of Natural HistorJ (1,3)
John Crerar Library ( 2)
Knox College ( 2)
Lake Forest College ( 2)
Lakeview Center for the Arts and Sciences (3)
Macon County Historical Society (1)
Mundelein College ( 2)
Museum of Contemporary Art ( 2)
Newberry Library
( 1)
Sangamon State University (1)
Sangamon State University (WSSR)
(2)
Southern Illinois University (J)
Spertus College of Judaica (1)
University of Chicag9 (1)
University of Chicago Press (1)
University of Illinois
( 2)

10,000
200,000
231;500
144,000
1,100,000
. 123,000
175,000
140,000
170,000
57,000
60,000
250,000

7W,OOO
10,000
7,000
15,000
150,000
900,000
37,500
90,000

INDB.NA
-ru:storicai-cor:parati~ri . -·c 3)
Earlham College - ( 3) ··· ·· -- . . Goshen College
( 3)
Indianapolis Museum of Art ( 2)
Indiana University, Poynter Center (J)
Saint :Mary's College
(3)
.
University of Notre Dame
. · (2)
Wayne County, Indiana, Historical Society

:Battle -cr-o:und

I

l

(2)

26,000
400,000
125 ,ooo
400,000
120,000
300,000
400,000
98,000

"

:.
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Central University of Iowa (3)
Edmundson Art Fou..ri.d.ation
(1)
Liv;ng History Farms Foundation
Luther College (1)

115,000
200,000
125,000
30,000

( 2)

KANSAS

Donnelly College ( 1)
Kansas Wesleyan
(1)
Marymount College ( 3)
Riley County Hist-orical Museum
1
Saint :Mary College . ( 3)

75,000
250,000
f
200 ,ooo
5 , 000 ---- --/
300,000

(2)

KENTUCKY

Transylvania University (1)
University of Louisville
(1)
( 2)
Western Kentuc:ky University

25,000
50,000
83,000

LOUISIANA
Dillard University, Amistad Research Center
Xavier University of Louisiana (2)

(3)

80,000
125,000

MAINE
College of the Atlantic
(1)
Maine Maritime Museum (2)
Penobscot Marine Museum
(3)
Portland Public Library (3)
Portland Society/Museum of A.rt

( 1)

100,000
80,000
30,000
100,000
120,000

MA.RYLAND

Chesapeake Bay Maritime Museum (2)
Historic Annapolis ( 2)
Johns Hopkins University (3)
Maryland Academy of Sciences ( 3)
St. John's College
(3)
The Baltimore Museum of Art ( 1)
Unii::ln Mills Homestead Foundation, Inc. ( 2)
University of Maryland, College Park (3)
Washington College (ChestertO"N!l) (1)
Western Maryland College (Westminster) (1)

130,000
220,000
900,000
120,000
400,000
230,000
18,000
425,000
300,000
64,000

-5MA.SSACFJSETTS
.A.r:i.erican Antiquarian Society ( 1)
.American International College
( .3)
American Jewish Historical Society (3)
Bentley College (2)
Boston Public Library ( J)
Boston University (WBUR)
(2)
Brockton Art Center (1)
Children's Museum (J)
Clark University
( 2)
College of the Holy Cross
(3)
Danforth Museum
( 3)
DeCordova & Dana Museum & Park
(3)
Earthwatch (3)
French Library i.Il Boston ( 2)
Harvard University (1)
Hebrew College
(J)
Institute of Contemporary Art ( 2)
Lowell Museum Corporation ( 2)
Merrimack Valley Textile Museum
( J)
Museum of Afro American History ( 2)
.Museum of Fine Arts (2)
Museum of Science
(2)
Museum of the American China Trade (2)
Museum of Transportation
(J)
New England Conservatory of Music
( J)
New England Historic Ger:.ealogi~§.l Society
Old Sturbridge Village
(1)
Peabody Museum of Salem (2)
Radcliffe College
(2)
Simmons College (J)
Smith College
(J}
Wellesley College
(2)
WGBH Educational Television· (2)
WGBY-TV
(J)
Vfneaton College
(J)

( 2)

$285,COO
100,000
99,000
85,000
500,000
15,000
40,000
200,000
240,000
225,000
20,000
90,000
125,000
100,000
1,025,000
137,000
100,000
24,000
150,000
148,000
840,000
500,000
150,000
50,000
180,000
16,000
540,000
100,000
400,000
100,000
500,000
360,000
J75 ;ooo
150,000
500,000

MICHIGAN
Aquinas College (2)
Detroit Historical Society
(3)
Flint Institute of Arts ( 2)
Founders Society, Detroit Institute of Arts
Great Lakes Colleges Association ( J)
Hope College
(2)
Jesse Besser Museum
(3)
Kalamazoo College (1)
University of Michigan (J)
Western Michigan University (1)

(1)

40,000
60,000
300,000
475,000
125,000
50,000
20,000
75,000
900,000
75,200

-6-

Carleton College (1)
Gustavus Adolohus College (1)
Ma.cal ester College
( 1)
Minnesota Historical Society
( 1)
Minnesota Museum of A.rt
(1)
Minnesota Public Radio (1)
Minneapolis Society of Fine Arts \ ( 2)
Ramsey County Historical Society ( 3)
St. John's University (J)
Twin City .Area Educational Television Corporation (2)
University of Minnesota, Immigration History Research
Center
(J)
Winona Cm.mty Historical Society
( 1)

88,500
193,SOG
J0,000
100,000
173 ,cco
llJ,000
650,000
60,000
200,000
450,000
225,000
12,000

MISSISSIPPI

Tougaloo College (2)
Yazoo Library Association

J00,000
60,000

(1)

MISSOURI

KBIA-F1A, University of Missouri, Columbia
New Wave Corporation: KOPN-Radio (J)
Rockhurst College (J)
St. Louis Art Museum
(1)
University of Missouri, St. Louis -- KWMU
(award declined) (2)

(J)

15,000
15,000
250,000
J50 ,ooo·
6,000

NEBRASKA.

Stu.hr Museum of the Prairie Pioneer
University of Nebraska., Lincoln (1)

( J)

6,000
25Q,OOO

NEVADA

Nevada Historical Society

(3)

150,000

NEN F.AMPSHIRE

American Universities Field Staff
Strawberry Banke, Inc.
(1)
The Frost Place (3)

(J)

170,000
14,000
12,000

-7NE'N JERSEY

Clinton F.:.istorical },luseum Vil la9e (:3)
East Brunswick Public Library \1)
Institute for Adva..."'lced Study ( 3)
New Jersey Historical Society
(3)
Princeton University (2)
Stevens Institute of Technology (3)

$

27 ,500
96,COO
600,000
75,000
100,000
58,500

NEW YOR.T{

Alfred University (3)
200,000
American Academy in Rome ( 1)
150,000
American Museun of Natural History (1)
712,500
Asia Society (1)
600,000
Bard College ( 2)
300,000
Barnard College (3)
400,000
Brooklyn Museum (1)
500,000
Buffalo Fine Arts Academy (1)
225,000
Canisius College (3)
125,000
Center for Inter-American Relations (1)
70,000
Center for the History of Physics (3)
50,000
Colgate University (3)
700,000
Columbia University
(1)
1,500,000
Cornell University (3)
252,000
Eisen..1'J.ower College (2)
525,000
Elmira College ( 2)
9,000
Fordbam University (2)
400,000
Hudson River Museum ( 3)
125,000
Institute of Society, Ethics and the Life Sciences (1)
137,000
Japan Society (1)
312, 500
Jefferson County Historical Society (3)
7,000
JewishMuseum
(1)
100,000
Kirkland College
(1)
350,000
Manba.ttanville College ( 2)
350,000
Martha Gra.lnm School of Dance (award· declined) (1)
2,000
Metropolitan Museum of Art (1)
500,000
Montgomery County Historical Society ( 2) (award declined)
7,500
Museum at Stony Brook (1)
68,000
Museum of Archaeology at Staten Island (3)
9,000
Museum of Modern Art (1)
500,000
National 1fariti.me Historical Society (1)
10,000
New York Historical Society (1)
60,000
New York Public Library (1)
425,000
New York University (1)
1,237,500
Parrish Art Museum ( 1)
20,000
235,000
Pierpont Morgan Library ( 1)
40,000
Pilsudski Institute of America (J)
525,000
Pratt Institute ( 2)
42,500
Rensselaer County Historical Society (1)
8,JOO
Rensselaerville Historical Society (1)
Le Mayne College (3)

225,000

.

·.

-8NE.'f YOR..'C ( con 1 t)

Sarah La':.rrence College ( J)
Schenectady Museur:i A.3sociation ( 2)
Sleepy Hollow Restorations
(J)
State University of r:ew York at BUffalo
(2)
University of Rochester (2)
WNET/Cbannel lJ: Educational Broadcasting Col'?.

( .),.., J\

$ 400,000
100,000
100,000
2:30,000
JJJ,000
J65 ,000

NOB.TH CAROLINA.

Brevard College ( 2)
Duke University
( 2)
National Humanities Center
Wake Forest University ( 2)

(1)

15,000
25,000
625,000
211,000

NORTH DA.'1\0TA.

Lake Region Heritage Center (2)
University of North Dakota (2)

2,000
25,000

OHIO
Antioch College
(1)
Baldwin Wallace College (1)
Case Western Reserve (1)
Columbus Gallery of Fine .Arts
(1)
Denison University
(J)
Heidelberg College (3)
Oberlin College ( 1)
Ohio Wesleyan University (J)
Toledo Museum of A._~ \ 2)
University of Cincinnati, :Main Libra.;r"Y. · (J)
Western Reserve Historical Society (1)
WGTE-TV-FM:, Greater Toledo E'TV Foundation
(J)
Wittenberg University (J)
Xavier University
(2)

200,000
450,000
390,000
260,000
J00,000
225,000
50,000
187,000
133,000
500,000
325,000
150,000
350,000
500,000

OKIAHOMA
St • Gregory' s College ( 2)
University of Oklahoma ( 2)
University of Tulsa (1)

50,000
12,000
120,000

OREGON
Lewis and Clark College (2)

ir:.

235,000

•.

-9PENI'fSl'LVAnrn.

.Altoona Area Public Libra._ry (1)
Brandywine Conservancy (2)
BI",;n :Mawr College ( 3)
Bucks County F..istorica.l Society
( 3)
Cru:ibria County Library Association (J)
Carnegie Library of Pittsburgh
(1)
Carnegie Institute (1)
Cedar Crest College
( 1)
Dickinson College
(1)
Dropsie University (2)
Duquesne University Tarn.buritzans
(J)
Franklin Institute (1)
F.averford College
(J)
King' s College
( 2)
Lafayette College (J)
Lehigh County Historical Society
(1)
Library Campany of Philadelphia (1)
Pennsylvania Academy of Fine Arts
(1)
Philadelphia College of Art
( J)
Philadelphia Museum of Art ( 2)
Saint Francis College of Pennsylvania (2)
Swarthmore College
( 2)
University of Pennsylvania (2,J)
University of Scranton ( 2)
Ursinus College (2)
Waynesburg College ( J)
Widener College ( 2)
WQED/Cba.nnel lJ: Metropolitan Pittsburgh
Public Broadcasting ( J)

60 ,000
415,000
600,0CO
1J5,000
JJ,000

J00,000
500,000
105,000
22,000
79,000
300,000
396,000
450,000
10,000
150,000
2,000
15,000
100,000
240,000
900,000
5,000
450,000
l,JS0,000
300,000
100,000
110,000
20,000
171,000

RIDDE ISLAND
Brown University _ ( 3). . .....
.. Providence Publiq_J,iQra.ry__( 2)_ _ l
Rhode Island Historical Society \ ( J)
Rhode Island School of Design (1)
Slater Mill Historical Site (J)

525,000
167 ,ooo
JJ,000
2<!:1,500
J0,000

SOUTH CAROLINA
Wofford College

(J)

166,000

SOUTH DAKOTA
South Dakota Memorial Art Center

( 2)

2,500

l
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-10TENNESSEE
Center for Southern Fcl~lore (1)
Fisk University
(2)
P. T. Boat J'.Iuseum and Librar-J ( 1)
Southwestern at Memphis ( 2)
Tennessee State Museum
(1)
Vanderbilt University
(J)

$200,000
400,000

13_.ooo

80,000
150,000
621,000

TEXAS
Bishop College
(2)
Dallas Public Library
(2)
Harris County Heritage Society
(J)
Houston Public Library (3)
LBJ Library
(J)
Texas A&I University (2)
Texas Historical Foundation (J)
University of Texas at Arlington (2)
University of Texas, Austin
(1)

Westminster College

(3)

50,000
500,000
50,000
200,000
250,000
15,000
35,000
37 ,500
237,000

70,000

VERMONT
Marlboro College
(J)
Middlebury College
(1)
Trinity College
(3)

90,000
550,000
25,000

VIBGINIA.·

Association for the Preservation of Virginia Antiquities(3)150,000
Bicentennial Council of the 13 Original states (1)
375,000
Chrysler Museum at Norfolk (3)
45 ,000
Colonial Williamsburg Foundation (2)
450,000
Ferrum College
( 3)
100 ,OOO
George C. Marshall Research Foundation ( 3)
150 ,OOO
Institute of Early American History & Culture (3)
100,000
Mary Baldwin College
( 3)
200 ,OOO
Marymount College of Virginia ( 2)
10, 500
Randolph-Macon College (3)
165 ,000
Roanoke College
(3)
125.1000
Sweet Briar College
(2)
195,000
VfETA, Channel 26 (1)
205 ,000

,.._ - . ::?-

..

;.~~--~···

·.

·

.....
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WASHINGTON
K::TSU-TIT

( 1)

Northwest Seaport ( 2)
University of Paget Sound
University of Washington

$100,00J
60,000
450,000

(3)
(J)

190,000

WEST VIRGINLA..

Bet.hany College
( 3)
Huntington Galleries (1)

225,000
50,000

WISCONSIN

Chippewa Valley Museum (1)
Lakeland College
(3)
Lawrence University
(1)
National Railroad Museum ( 2)
Paine Art Center
(1)
Ripon College
(3)
Rock County Historical Society
(J)
State Historical Society of Wisconsin

(2)

NOTE:
(1) recommended at May 1977 NEH Council meeting
(2) recommended at August 1977 NEH Council meeting
(3) recommended at May 1978 NEH Council meeting

l

~

'.•

J0,000
150,000
150,000
8,800
2,000
500,000
60,000
J00,000

CHALLENGE GRANTS
INSTITUTIONAL

BREAK.OU~,

3 CYCLES

FY 77-78-79

I.()

x

2nd CYCLE

3rd CYCLE

TOTAL3 CYCLES

Appls./Awards

Appls./Awards

Appls./Awards

Q)

c::
c::

1st CYCLE

c:(

Applications/Awards
Public Libraries ..... •,• ... · 4
University Research
Libraries •••....•••• ~ •• 7
Independent Research
Libraries •.•....•••.•.• 6
Colleges and Uni vs ........ 56
Elementary and
Secondary Orgs ......... 0
National/Local Cultural Orgs ............. 11
Research Institutes ••••••• 3
Advanced Study
Centers ................ 4
Univ. Presses •.••••••.•••• 1
Public Broadcasting •••..•• 9
History Museums/Hist.
Societies .............. 26

Art Museums •••.•..••....•• 25
Science and Technology Museums ••••••••• 2
General Museums ••••••••••• 8
Nature Center/Natural
History Museums ••...•••• 3
Aquaria/Zoos ••..•.••.••••• 1
Preservation Or gs . ......•. 1
Native American Mus ••••••• 0
Museum Service Or gs • ••.••• 0
TOTALS:

..
.·

167

4

9

3

14

5

27

12

5

5

5

8

5

20

15

6
35

2
78

1
43

1
116

1
60

9

250

8
138

0

3

0

2

0

5

0

7
0

12

2
0

10

2
9

33
20

11

13

4
1
7

4
0

2
0

12

9

5·
3
25

2
1
7

13
4
46

2
23

19
25

31
12

23
11

53
9

28
3

110
46

70
39

1
7

3

2
6

6
14

2
6

11

11

33

5
19

0

2

0
0

0
0

0
0
0
0
0

7
2
1
0
1

131

638

3

4

2
1

0
1
0
0

0
0

0
0

0
1

'125

189

107

'282

0

9
8

3
0

1
0
0

363

•,

Challenge Grants

A~3

~abl~ !: ~!atching

Gifts bv Institutional Recipient

& FY
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78

.

I
~useu::is

FY 77
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I

FY 1977

and

$

FY 1978

8,974,878

30,637,621

42

85

32.0%

42.4%

Historic.al .. ~.
Organizations

FY." 1977 & FY 1978
$

39,612,49_9_
.39.5%

'l

IJ

-··

J
Higher

9,085,209

21,526,757

34

71

32.4%

29.8%

Education

30,611,9§6

t

1

30.5%

-

I
l

;

.

. 734 ,403

Public

4

Libraries

Research

1,560,175
7

4,900,644

5,086,109

9,986,773

i

10

.
13

17.5%

7.0%

l

10.0%

l
!

3,345,309

2.,576' 747

S·

6

1,464,285

5,848,003

6

14

5.2%

8.1%

National

2,123,854

4,988,836

and Local

5

7

Organizations

7.6%

6 ..9%

..

. .

.....

7.3%

I

7,112,690
.

7.1%
68,573

28,074,855

72,269,821

108

205

100.0i.

100.07.

l

'l
r

•

0.1%

0.1%

..

I
t

3.3?

2

2

s

7,312,288

45,57)

23,000
0.1%

I

t

768,562
"

t

!

.....

2.7%

TOTAL

\

.J

3.6%

Ot~er

l

..

2.3%

Advanced

Organizations

lt

2.2%

.

Media

2,294,5i8

2.6%

Libraries

Study Centers

.

.I
t

100,344,676
100.0i.

i

I

·.
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Challenge Grants

A.3 -5

Table II:, }latching Gifts by Category of Donor FY77 and FY78
FY 1977

I

FY 1978

'78
$29,137,942
29.0%
'77

&

Individual
Gifts

$7,228,419
25.7%

$21,909,523
30. 3~~

Corporations
and
Businesses

$2,996,524
10. 77o

$ 7,279,694

Foundations

$12,676,792
45.2%

$25,782,997
35.7%

$38,459,789
38.3%

Trusts

$

$ 1,212,270

$ 1,679,542
1. 7%

;

Non-Federal
Governments

$

Special
Events

$

Increased
Income.
Other

Percentage of
All Hatching
Funds

1. 7%
$1,888,684
2.6%

N/A

Affiliated
Groups

Total

467,272
1. 7 %

$2,769,435
9.9%

C.E.T.A.

457,138
1. 6%

$10,276,218
10.2%

10.1%

$

944,141
1.3%

$8,232,33~

$ 4,658,119
4.6%
$

'

944,141
.9%

· 11.4%

$8,689,476
8.7%

46?,756
1. 7%

$1,830,497
2.5%

$2,296,253
2.3%

$

151,917
0.5%

$

$

861,602
3.1%

$2,709,908
3.7%

$3,571,510
3.6%

$28,074,855
100.0%

$72,269,821
100.0%

$100,344,676
100.0%

28.0%

..

479,769
0.7%

72.0%

$

631,686
0.6%

100.0%

·.
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A BILL

To amend the National Foundation on the Arts and the

Humanities Act of 1965, as amended.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE SENATE AND HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA IN CONGRESS ASSEMBLED,
That:

this Act may be cited as "The Arts and Humanities

Act of 1979".

SECTION 2

Section 3(d) of the National Foundation on the Arts and the

Humanities Act of 1965, as amended (hereinafter referred to

as "the Act"), is amended by striking out all of the second

sentence including paragraphs (1) and (2), and inserting in

lieu thereof the following:

"Such term also includes the

renovation of facilities if (1) the amount of the expenditure

of Federal funds for such purpose in the case of any project

does not exceed $250,000, or (2) two-thirds of the members

of the National Council on the Arts or the National council

·.
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on the Humanities (who are present and voting) approve

of the grant or contract involving an expenditure for

such purpose."

SECTION 3

Section 3(g) of the Act is amended by inserting", the

Northern Mariana Islands" after "American Samoa".

SECTION 4

Section 5(c) of the Act is amended by inserting in paragraph

(1) thereof "and cultural diversity" after "American creativity".

SECTION 5

The last sentence of section 5(c) of the Act is amended

(a) by striking out "clause (5)" and inserting in lieu

thereof "paragraph (5)": and

·.
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(b) by striking out "Labor and Public Welfare"

and inserting in lieu thereof "Labor and Human Resources".

SECTION 6

Section S(g) of the Act is amended (a) by striking out all

that follows "State plan" in the text of paragraph (2)(A)

and inserting in lieu thereof a semicolon;

(b) by striking out all of the third sentence of

paragraph (3) thereof including subparagraphs (A) and (B},

and inserting in lieu thereof the following:

"(A) In any case where the sums available to carry

out this subsection for any fiscal year are in excess of the

amount required to make the allotments under the first sentence

of this paragraph, the amount of such excess which is no greater

than 30 per centurn of the sums available to carry out this

·.

-4subsection through Fiscal Year 1981 shall be available only

to the Chairman for making grants under this subsection to

States and regional groups.

This amount shall not exceed

35 per centum during Fiscal Year 1982, shall not exceed

40 per centum during Fiscal Year 1983, shall not exceed

45 per centum during Fiscal Year 1984, and shall not exceed

50 per centum during succeeding Fiscal Years.

In making such

grants, the Chairman may consider such factors as

of artistic excellence;

(i) standards

(ii) levels of State appropriations

for such purposes; and (iii) State population.

"(B) The amount of such excess, if any, which

remains after reserving in full for the Chairman the amount

required under subparagraph (A) shall be allotted in equal

amounts among the States which have plans approved by the

·.
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Chairman, but in no event shall any State be allotted less

than $200,000.";

(c) by inserting the letter "s" at the end of the

word "project" in paragraph (4) (A); and

(d) by adding a new subparagraph (E) to paragraph (4)

as follows:

"(E) For the purpose of paragraph (3) (B) of this sub-

section, the term 'State' shall include, in addition to the

several States of the Union, only those special jurisdictions

listed in section 3(g) of this Act having a population of

200,000 or more, according to the latest decennial census."

SECTION 7

Section S(k) of the Act is amended by adding at the end

thereof, the following:

"The Chairman may enter into inter-

...

·•
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agency agreements to promote or assist with the arts-related

activities of other Federal government agencies, on either a

reimbursable or non-reimbursable basis, and may use funds

authorized for the purposes of section S(c) of the Act for

the costs of such activities."

SECTION 8

Paragraph (1) of section 5(1) of the Act is amended by

inserting "strengthening artistic quality by" after "for

the purpose of".

SECTION 9

Section 5 of the Act is amended by repealing subsection (m).

·.
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SECTION 10

Section 6 of the Act is amended by inserting after the first

sentence of subsection (c) thereof, the following:

"The term

of off ice of all Council members shall expire on the third

day of September in the year of expiration.".

SECTION 11

Section 7(c) (2) of the Act is amended by striking out the

word "loans" and the subsequent comma from the parenthetical

expression and by deleting everything following the first ·

semicolon.

SECTION 12

The last sentence of section 7(c) of the Act is amended

(a) by striking out "clause (6)" and inserting in lieu

thereof "paragraph

(6)"~

and

..

-8(b) by striking out "Labor and Public welfare"

and inserting in lieu thereof "Labor and Human Resources".

SECTION 13

Paragraph (4) of section 7(f) of the Act is amended to

read as follows:

"(4) Of the sums available to carry out this

subsection for any fiscal year, each grant recipient

located in a populous State (a State as defined in section

3(g) of this Act with a population exceeding 200,000 persons

according to the most recent decennial census) which has a

plan approved by the Chairman shall be allotted at least

$200,000.

Grant recipients located in States with populations

of 200,000 or less are eligible for awards of $200,000 or

less, as determined by the Chairman after receiving the advice

..
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. of the National Council on the Humanities.

If the sums

appropriated are insufficient to make the allotments under

the preceding sentences in full,

such sums shall be allotted

among grant recipients located in populous States in equal

amounts.

Grant recipients located in States with populations

of 200,000 or less are eligible for awards in amounts which

do not exceed in any case the awards made to grant recipients

located in populous States, the amounts to be determined by

the Chairman after receiving the advice of the National Council

on the Humanities.

"(A) In any case where the sums available to carry

out this subsection for any fiscal year are in excess of the

amount required to make the allotments under the preceeding

sentences of this paragraph, the amount of such excess which

is no greater than 30 per centum of the sums available to

..
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carry out this subsection through Fiscal Year 1981 shall be

available only to the Chairman for making grants under this

subsection to grant recipients and regional groups applying
for such grants.

This amount shall not exceed 35 per centum

during Fiscal Year 1982, shall not exceed 40 per centum
during Fiscal Year 1983, shall not exceed 45 per centum

during Fiscal Year 1984, and shall not exceed 50 per centum

during succeeding Fiscal Years.

In making such grants, the

Chairman may consider such factors as (i)

qual~ty

and focus

of programs, (ii) levels of State appropriations to the

grant recipient and (iii) State population.

"(B) The amount of such excess, if any, which

remains after reserving in full for the Chairman the amount
required under subparagraph (A) shall be allotted among the

grant recipients which have plans approved by the Chairman.

••

..
-11Each grant recipient located in a populous State shall receive

an equal amount of such excess.

Grant recipients located in

States with populations of 200,000 or less whose plans have been

approved by the Chairman are also eligible to receive allotments-."

SECTION 14

Paragraph (5) of section 7(f) of the Act is amended (a) by

striking from subparagraph (A) the phrase "in any State"

and substituting the phrase "in any populous State"; and

(b) by redesignating subparagraphs (B),

(D) as subparagraphs (C),

(C) and

(D) and (E), respectively, and

by inserting immediately after subparagraph (A) the follow-

ing new subparagraph:

..

"(B) Whenever the provisions of paragraph 3(B) of

this subsection apply to_any State with a population of

200,000 or less, all or any part of any allotment made under

..
-12paragraph (4) for any fiscal year which does not exceed

20 per centum of such allotment, shall be available, at

the discretion of the Chairman, to pay up to 100 per centum

of the cost of programs under this subsection if such programs

would otherwise by unavailable to the residents of that State."

SECTION 15

Section 7 of the Act is further amended by inserting immediately

after subsection (h) the following new subsection:

"(i) The authority of the Chairman under this

Section includes the renovation of facilities if (A) the

amount of the expenditure of Federal funds for such purpose

in the case of any project does not exceed $250,000, or

(B) two-thirds of the members of the National Council on

the Humanities (who are present and voting) approve of the

grant or contract involving an expenditure for such purpose."

..
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SECTION 16

Section 7 of the Act is further amended by inserting

immediately after the new subsection (i) the following

new subsection:

"(j) The Chairman may enter into inter-agency

agreements to promote or assist with the humanities-related

activities of other Federal government agencies, on either

a reimbursable or non-reimbursable basis, and may use funds

authorized for the purposes of section 7(c) of the Act for

the costs of such activities."

SECTION 17

Section 8(f) of the Act is amended by striking out "$17,500 11

and inserting in lieu thereof "$30,000".

..
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SECTION 18

Section 10 of the Act is amended (a) by inserting "and

culturally diverse" after the word "geographic" in subsection

(a) ( 4) 7 and

(b) by deleting "January" each time it appears in

subsections (b) and (c) and inserting in lieu thereof "April".

SECTION 19

Section ll(a) of the Act is amended (a) by striking out all

of paragraph (1) and inserting in lieu thereof, the following:

"(l) (A) For the purpose of carrying out section S(c),

there are authorized to be appropriated to the National Endowment

for the Arts such sums as may be necessary_for each of the fiscal

years ending prior to October 1, 1985.

Of the sums

so

appro-

priated for any fiscal year, not less than 20 per centum shall

-15-

be for carrying out section 5(g).

"(B) For the purpose of carrying out section 7(c),

there are authorized to be appropriated to the National Endow-

ment ·for the Humanities such s1irns as may be necessary for each of

the fiscal years ending prior to October l, 1985.

Of the sums so

appropriated for any fiscal year, not less than 20 per·centum

shall be for carrying out section

7(f)."~

(b) by striking out all of paragraph (2) and inserting

in lieu thereof the following:

"(2) (A) There is authorized to be appropriate·d for

each fiscal year ending prior to October 1, 1985, to the National

Endowment for the Arts, an amount equal to the total amounts

-.
received by the Endowment under section lO(a) (2) and by Endow-

ment

grantee~

for the

pu~poses

of section 5(c).

The Chairman

shall issue guidelines to implement this provision in a manner

..
.·:

-16consistent with the requirements of section S(e) regarding

total Federal support of projects and productions carried

out under authority of this Act.

"(B) There is authorized to be appropriated for

each fiscal year ending prior to October l, 1985, to the

National Endowment for the Humanities, an amount equal to

the total amounts received by the Endowment under section

lO(a) (2) and by Endowment grantees for the purposes of section

7(c).

The Chairman shall issue guidelines to _implement this

provision in a manner consistent with the requirements of

section 7(f) regarding total Federal support of activities,

programs, or projects carried out under authority.of this

Act.";

·.
-17(c) by striking out

sub~aragraphs

(A)

and (B)

of paragraph (3) and inserting in lieu thereof the following:

"(3) (A) There is authorized to be appropriated

to the National Endowment for the Arts for

~ach

fiscal year

ending prior to October l, 1985, an amount equal to the total

amounts received for the puri.ioses set forth in section 5(1) (1)

by such Endowment pursuant to the authority of section lO(a) (2),

and by Endowment grantees for purposes of section 5(1) (1).

The Chairman shall issue guidelines to implement this provision

in a manner consistent with the requirements of section 5(1) E,2)

regarding total Federal support of projects and productions

carried out under authority of this Act.
',

"(B) There is authorized to be appropriated to

the National ·Endowment for the Humanities for each fiscal

year ending prior to October 1, 1985. an amount equal to

..
-18the total amounts received for the purposes set forth in

section 7(h) (1) by such Endowment pursuant to the. authority

of section lO(a) (2), and by Ennowrnent grantees for purposes

of section 7(h) (1).

The Chairman shall issue guidelines to

implement this provision in a manner consistent with the

requirements of section 7(h) (2) regarding total Federal

support of activities, programs, or projects carried out

under authority of this Act."7 and

(d) by striking out all of paragraph (4).

SECTION 20

These amendments shall be effective upon the date of

enactment.

...

.
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Annex 10

SECTIONAL ANALYSIS OF DRAFT BILL

TO AMEND THE NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE ARTS AND THE
HUMANITIES ACT OF 1965, AS &1\1ENDED (20

µ.s.c.

951, et. sea.)
~

Set forth below is a section-by-section analysis
of "The Arts and the Humanities Act of 1979," a draft bill
that would amend the National Foundation on the Arts and
the Hurna.nities Act of 1965, as amended.

Section 2 of the draft bill would repeal from the
Act the authority of the National Endowment for the Arts to
-

support construction projects.

This authority has had only

limited use since the creation of the Endowment in 1965.

Both

Endowments would be able to continue their support of projects
involving renovation of facilities.

Section 3 would add the Northern Mariana Islands
to the list of special jurisdictions contained in that section
of the Act defining "States."

This is deemed appropriate in

light of Public Law 94-241 which requires that the Northern
Mariana Islands be eligible for Federal financial assistance
in the same manner as the other territories.

..
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Section 4 of the draft bill would amend Section 5
of the Act

py

modifying the wording of paragraph (1) of

subsection (c) so as to emphasize that projects and
productions supported by the National Endowment for the
Arts should reflect the broad aesthetic diversity of
American society.
Section 5 would make two technical corrections to
the last sentence of Section 5(c) of the Act.

The first

corrects the reference to "clause (5)" to read "paragraph
(5)".

The second amendment would recognize the new name

________________ of_ _the _Senate _Committee _on Labor and

Huma~_

Resources.

Section 6 would make several changes to Section
S(g) of the Act.

The first would delete obsolete language

with respect to the Commissioner of the District of
Columbia.
The second amendment would make two changes
to the operation of the program of grants to State arts
agencies in order to give the Chairmen more flexibility to
encourage State appropriations for the arts.
(1)

-

-

Under present law, of the total amount

appropriated each year to the Arts Endowment for its program
activities (authorized under Section S(c) of the Act), 20
per cent is set aside for distribution to the States.

..
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Presently, at least 75 per cent of this amount is
distributed in equal amounts to the States and special
jurisdictions via block grant, and no more than 25 per
cent is distributed via discretionary grants.

Section

6(b) of the draft bill would change the ratio of blockgrants to discretionary grants from 75:25 to 50:50.
This change would be implemented in five per cent increments
over the five year period covered by the bill.
(2)

The second part of Section 6(b) of the

draft bill would allow the Chairman, in awarding
discretionary grants to States and regional groups as
authorized by Section 5(g) (3) (A) of the Act, to consider
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ------------------such-factors as - ( 1) - standards of artistic-- excellence; ---

------·--------·-------·

(2) level of effort based upon State appropriations for
the arts; and (3) State population.
The third proposed change would make the word
"project" in paragraph (4) (A) plural.
The final amendment in Section 6 of the draft
bill would result in those special jurisdictions with
less than 200,000 population (i.e., the Virgin Islands,
Guam, American Samoa and the Marianas) receiving an amount
equivalent to the $200,000 block grant portion of the State
allotment.

The Arts Endowment has found that these

jurisdictions cannot effectively utilize the larger amount

..
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of money they currently receive via block grant when
treated in the same manner as the fifty States and the
larger special jurisdictions of the District of Columbia
and Puerto Rico.

The less populous jurisdictions would

still be eligible for additional discretionary grants
above the $200,000 award.
Section 7 of the draft bill would provide
specific authority to the Chairman of the National
Endowment for the Arts to enter into inter-agency agreements
in pursuit of his responsibilities under Section S(k) of
tneA-ct--th-a t:J:e:-qu-ires- tha rhe- coordinate-the - programs-of
the Endowment with those of other Federal agencies.

Under

this author±ty, for example, the Arts Endowment establishes
panels for the

In~er-national

Communications Agency (ICA)

to recommend selections for the "Art in the Embassies"
program, and for the General Services Administration (GSA)
for the selection of artworks to be placed in Federal
buildings.

Currently, the Arts Endowment has been providing

the services enumerated in this section of the draft bill
from very limited administrative funds.

·.
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Section 8 of the draft bill would make an
amendment to Section 5(1) of the Act that authorizes
the Endowment's Challenge Grant program.

The purpose

of this amendment would be to emphasize that the basic
purpose of those grants is to strengthen artistic quality.
Section 9 of the draft bill would repeal Section
S(m) of the Act that established a special program entitled
th~

"Bicentennial Film Project."

This program has never

been funded since it was first authorized in 1976.
Section 10 of tne draft bill would amend Section 6
__________,o.._f..__t.._h.....,...e-=Act_ to _pro..v.ide-that-the te-:i;:mS-O-f--O-f-f-ice-of--a-1-1- members~-of the National Council on the Arts would expire on September
3rd of the year in which their respective six year terms
expire,

Presently two of the 26 members have terms that

expire in January.

The remaining members' terms expire

in September.
Section 11. The authority of the National Endowment
for the Humanities to make loans has never been used;
repeal is recommended.
Section 12,like Section 6 of the draft bill,
would make two technical corrections to the Act.

The first

..
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corrects the reference to "clause (6) " in the last sentence
of Section 7(c) to read "paragraph (6)".

The second

amendment would recognize the new name of the Senate
Committee on Labor and Human Resources.
Sections 13 and 14.

The purpose of these amendments

affecting the State Programs of the Humanities Endowment
is to remove the $200,000 per State floor which now governs
grants to four U.S. overseas jurisdictions with small
populations:
Virgin Islands:

Guam:
1970 Census 85,000
1973 Estimate 102,000 (Statistical Abstract
of the U.S.)
1976 Estimate of 96,000 (Statistical Abstract of
the u. S.)
American Samoa:
1970 Census 27,000
Northern Marianas:
1973 Census 14,000
Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands
(This is not defined as a "State" in Section 3(g).
It may, however, achieve that status in the future.
1973 Census 115,000
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The smallest State of the Union, Alaska, has a population
of 302,173 according to the 1970 Census.
All of these jurisdictions remain eligible for
grants in the Humanities State Program in amounts to be
determined by the Chairman after receiving the advice of the
National Council on the Humanities.
An additional change is included in Section 13

in order to give the Chairman more flexibility to encourage
State appropriations to grant recipients.

At present at

least 75 percent of the funds appropriated for the State
Humanities Program is distributed in equal amounts to the States
and special jurisdictions via block grant, and no more than
~~~~~~~~~~·

ZS-p-e-r---c-ent is distributed via d±screti-onary-grants.

Sect-ion---

13 of the draft bill would change the ratio of block grants
to discretionary grants from 75:25 to 50:50. in five per cent
increments over·the five year period covered by the bill.
In addition the amendments in Section 13 would
allow the Chairman, in awarding discretionary grants to
grant recipients and regional groups as authorized by
Section 7(f) {4) (A) of the Act, to consider such factors as
levels of State appropriations to a grant recipient and the
size of population of a State.
Section 15.

The purpose of this amendment is to

authorize the Humanities Endowment to support renovation
on the same basis as the Arts Endowment.
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Currently the Humanities Endowment is supporting
renovation and construction projects in the Challenge Grant
program established under Section 7(h) of the Act.
use of the word "project" in Section 7 (h)

(2)

The

(A) to describe

activity supported by a Challenge Grant has required
interpretation by the General Counsel of the Humanities
Endowment because that word is presently described as
follows in Section 3(d) of the Act:
"The term 'project' means existing programs
which further the purposes of this Act, and
programs newly organized to further such
purposes, including programs to foster American
artistic creativity, to commission works of art,
to create opportunities for individuals to develop
artistic talents when carried on as a part of a
program otherwise included in this definition,
and to develop and enhance public knowledge and
understanding of the arts, and includes~ where
appropriate, rental, or purchase of facilities,
purchase or rental of land, and acquisition ofequipment. Such term also includes -\l"J-the-'-renovation of facrlities if (kr-----"~
the amount of the expenditure of
Federal funds for such purpose in
the case of any project does not
exceed $250,000, or (B) two-thirds of
the members of the National Council
· on the Arts (who are present and voting)
approve of the grant or contract involving
an expenditure for such purposes; and
(2)

the construction of facilities if (A)
such contruction is for demonstration
purposes or under unusual circumstances
where there is no other manner in which
to accomplish an artistic purpose, and
(B) two-thirds of the members of the
National Council on the Arts (who are
present~and voting) approve of the grant
or contract involving an expenditure for
such purpose."

The Humanities General Counsel has ruled that,
in the case of Challenge Grants awarded by the Humanities
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Endowment, approval of a grant or contract involving
renovation or construction must be given by the National
Council on the Humanities instead of the National Council
(".n the Arts.
Section 16 of the draft bill would provide specific authority to the Chairman of the National Endowment
for the Humanities to enter into inter-agency agreements
in pursuit of his responsibilities under Section 7(d) of
the Act that requires that he coordinate the programs of
the Endowment with those of other Federal agencies.

Under

this authority, for example, the Humanities Endowment has
-------------------·--. .:.:;·=-=-=-=----'-'-~"--'--'-'==-=c,,_,,o~op_erated.- with_ the National Science.: !!'oundation in makfng______
. --grants in the increasingly important field of science,
ethics and human values.

Currently, the Humanities Endowment

has been providing the services enumerated in this section
of the draft bill from very limited administrative funds.
Section 17.

The purpose of this amendment is to

raise from $17,500 to $30,000 the ceiling on grants that the
Chairman can make without a recommendation from the National
Council on the Humanities.

Such grants can be made only

pursuant to a delegation from the Council and must be
reported to the Council for its review.

Although the

statute allows a maximum of 10 per cent of program funds
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to be obligated by such grants, the Humanities Endowment
has obligated only about 1 per cent of such funds in this
manner.
The figure of $17,500 has been affected by inflation
since it was adopted in 1973.

It appears that $30,000 would

now be a figure which would give the Chairman greater
flexibility in emergency situations.
Section 18 proposes two technical changes to the Act.
The first amendment would give statutory recognition to both
Endowment's practice of selecting for membership on the
--Errdowmerrt1-s-peer-- review-panels persons with- a broad -range - - -- --------of aesthetic and humanistic perceptions.
The second technical change would provide
additional time for the submission of AnnualcReports by
the Chairmen of the two Endowments and the two Councils
to the President for transmittal to the Congress.

The

present requirement of January 15 contained in Section 10
of the Act is unrealistic given the recent change in
the start of the Federal fiscal year from July 1 to October 1.
The change would require th~t such Reports be submitted by
April 15 of each year.
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Section 19 of the draft bill would propose several
changes to Section 11 of the Act, containing the authorization
of appropriations for the activities of the two Endowments.
The first amendment would provide "such sums" appropriations
authorizations for the basic program of the two- Endowments
for the five fiscal years ending September 30, 1985.
The second amendment would provide "such sums"
appropriation authorizations for the "Treasury Fund" for
the same five fiscal years.

In addition it would permit

the release of indefinite appropriations to match gifts
-

received by grantees for the purposes of Section 5(c) and
7(c) of-the NFAH Act.

- - - ------------·- ·-

-

--·---- -----·--

Presently all such crifts, in order

------- -

to release matching funds from the Treasury, must be
accepte~

by the Chairman as Federal funds.

The new procedure

would have three advantages:
( 1)

It will simplify accounting, particularly
in the Challenge Grant program.

( 2)

It will permit the Endowments' gift funds
to be retained by grantees and never become
Federal funds.

Presently gift funds are

considered to be Federal funds, but are
exempt from Treasury control.

It is not

.feasible for the Endowments to duplicate
the controls that Treasury applies to funds
under its jurisdiction.

·1 -·_,..- '

- '· ..

~
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(3)

In the case of Challenge Grants, the present
provisions cause difficulty in accepting
private gifts which are in the form of
"deferred giving".

Deferred giving is

increasingly important in attempts by arts
organizations, colleges, universities and
museums, which are trying to build up their
endowment funds, one of the chief purposes
of the Challenge Grant program under Sections
5(1) and 7(h) of the Act.

----- -----

This change would not result in any alteration of present
reqairements

regard±ng-t~-at-io-o-f-Ped-eral

f-unds~a--e-----

gifts and funds used by grantees to match.
The third change would provide "such sums"
appropriation authorizations to both Endowments for their
Challenge Grant program, and proposes the same change as
that

descr~bed

above regarding private donations.

The last amendment would repeal the appropriations
authorization for the Bicentennial Film program, the
authorization for which is also proposed for repeal.
Section 20 would make the amendments effective
upon the date of enactment.

